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HE following Letters were occaſion d by fome 
Attempts that had been made by a zealons Ana- 
baptiſt, to 7 and incline a very honeſt and ſincere 
Member of the Eſtabliſh d Church to think favourably. 
f the Anabaptift Way, They are both Pariſhioners o 
nine, and near Neighbours to each other; whoſe fre- 
ment Intercourſes had often caus'd private Diſputes 
petween them concerning the Mode and Subjects of hri- 
lian Baptiſm, Upon certain Information that I was 
ow and then appeal d to from the Anabaptift Side, 
viz) that T Ae allow of ſuch and ſuch Things to 1 
e true, and that I would grant other Matters, as in | '_- 
heir ſeveral br van were ſuggeſted, to be facł 
md undeniable, I was reſolved to ftep in, and intereſt 
ny ſelf a little in the Debate, the better to ſet ſuch 
Things right, that might be otherwiſe apprehended from 
x miſtaken Authority. And accordingly, the very next 
Dpportunity I had of ſeeing my Anabaptiſt Neighbour, 
[ ofer'd him ſome few Sketches concerning ſuch Mat- 
ers as, I thought, did the moſt ſenſibly affect the Foints 
1 Difference, the better. to introduce what had fo 
ten paſs'd betwixt him and his Friend. The Argu- 
ments indeed were very ſhort on both Sides, and we 
reſently came to this amicable Reſolution, That I 
hould ſend him three or four Queries, and that be 
pould confider and anſwer them with all the Sincerity 
nd Candour that became a Chriſtian. This occaſioned 
my firſt Letter to bim, which (I am well aſſured) was 
handed abotit from Perſon to Perſon, and From _ 
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remote Place to another, for fix Weeks together, till off 


length it produced the Anſwer contained in the ſecoij þ 
Letter + To which I ſoon reply'd, ſo far as concern 


the firſt Query, with a Promiſe of ſending the r 
due A552 I took the Opportunity of conveigbing th 


Reply by the Hands of that very Perſon upon whon 
the Attempts of Seducement were firſt made, thinkin 
that he, who had before fuſtain'd the Combate, ant 
might have been baffled and overcome in it, was ven 
proper to carry theſe nem Weapons, to defend himſel 
againſt a freſh Attack. It was with great Conflicts aul 


Struggling left with his Anabaptiſf Neighbour, | | 7 


making many Prote ſtations that he would not receive i: 
that he would not read it, and that he would trouble 


himſelf no farther about the Debate. And, indeel 
he was in part as good as bis Word, for before tha 
very Evening be haſtened it back to me again, by a pou 
innocent Woman of his own Se, and fo the Conte. 
ver ſy ended. I muſt own I never had the leaſt Thoꝛglt 
of expoſing theſe Papers to Publick View , but ſin 
what was ſo ſeriouſly and Chiiſtian-like intended b 

me, has been ſo rudely anſwered; and ſince a Reply | 
well meant has been ſo ſcornfully and indecently re 
Jected, and leaft any Miſconſtructions from the vulgu 
Sort ſhould follow upon it; I have now determined that 
the World Hall ſee them, and judge of them, An 
accordingly I have put the Whole together in one fig 
and entire Piece, from whence a true Fudgment may bt 
made what ſort of Treatment is ſhewn towards the Chri 
ſtian Religion, and the true Orthodox Profeſſors of it, 
by thoſe of the Anabaptiſt Perſwaſion. 


LET: 


S you have permitted me to ſend the 
following Queries, and have pro- 
mifed a fincere and candid Anſwer to 
'em, I think it highly neceſlary, 

t firſt of all, to lay down a brief 
SSIW | State of the Caſe, concerning thoſe 

- Matters that unhappily divide us, 
fore I proceed to the Queries themſelves. _ 
The Charity and Indulgence of the Church of 
England (and indeed of all Chriſtian Churches 
hroughout the World) is fuch, that ſheadmits, very 
arly, the Children of believing Parents to Holy 
Baptiſm, As for adult or grown Perſons, ſhe ever 
nvites 'em to it, and will always receive them, at 
any Age, or at what Time foever, they ſhall offer 
hemſelves for it. 


Her Practice alſo, as to the Matter of Baptiſm, 


is unlimited and free, ſo as to uſe Water, either 
yy ſprinkling or dipping, with an equal Indifferen- 
y. Indeed, her Tenderneſs towards Infants, in 
this Northern Climate of ours, rather moves and in- 
clines her to ſprinkle than dip; yet ſhe has declared 
her ſelf ready and willing to do the one, as well 
as the other, if Parents or adult Perſons ſhould de- 
fire it of her. - | 

The Opinion of your Se& is abſolutely to dif- 


avow the Baptifm of Infants, and to declare it a 


Nullity, howſcever and by whomſoever adminis 
ſtred, and to admit of adult or grown Perſons only, 
as the proper Subjects of it. And even in grown 


Perſons, if they are not plunged or dipped all over 
| in 
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in Water, your Opinion or Declaration is, that! 
muſt not be eſteemed Vaild Baptiſm. 

So that you ſee, the Difference betwixt us, ag 

the Subjects and Matter of Chriftian Baptiſm, lj, 

only in this, That you make the Age of the Pe. 

Jon baptized (receiving none to it. but what are d 
full Years) and the very great Quantity of Wate 

ſufficient to cover the Perſon in it, both effentially 
neceſſary to the Miniſtration of this Sacrament 

Whereas we obſerve no Diſtinction of Age, but 

take Infants to be entituled to Holy Baptifm e 

qually with adult Perſons; neither do we look upon 

the Quantity of Water, whether they be ſprinklet 
with or dipp'd in it, to create any material Diffe 
rence in the Deſign and Meaning of that facre 

Rite. | 1 % I, 2 
The Conſequences of this Opinion or Perſwaſion 

of your's (which you would do well to read) are, 

Firſt, an unwarrantable Separation from the 

Church of Chriſt, began in Germany, Cir. An. Ch, 

1524, and ſince carried on with no ſmall Induftry 

in this our Nation, efpecially under the late great 

Rebellion. And, Secondly, erecting Conventicles 

in Oppoſition to the eftabliſh'd Community, and 
placing the meaneſt and [loweſt of the People in 

*em (like the Sin of Feroboam) unauthoritatively 

to miniſter in divine Things. In this divided ſepa- 

rate State you now worſhip and ſerve your God; 
hearing his holy Word and Doctrine from the 

Mouths of ſuch unskilful unauthoriz'd Teachers, 

as Perſons duly commiſhon'd and ſent by him; and en 

receiving at their Hands the moſt ſacred and ſolemn Wit! 

Rite of Chriſtian Baptiſm, as legal and undoubted Mut 

es of it, 30 or, 

The Queries I would propoſe to you, as natural- Won 

Iy reſulting from the Caſe I have now ſtated it, are, et. 

Quer. I. How doth it any ways appear (by. a fair Wt: / 
and equitable Conſtruction of Things) either from We 
the legal Diſpenſationdeliver'd in the Old Teſtament, 

| | or 


1 


by the Evangelical one contained in the New, 


mes thereupon 3 That Infants of Believing Pa- 


s Unts are to be refuſed Chriſtian Baptiſm, and that 
L ult or grown Perſons only are to be admitted to 
e 

e c Quer. II. Whether the great Quantity of Water, 

ata chcient to dip or plunge a Perſon in it, be fo in- 

ai penſibly neceſſary to Baptiſm, that it cannot 
ent. WW eſſential and valid without it: Or whether the 
but al Intent and Deſign in Baptiſm may not as well 
reg anſwer'd by a leſs Quantity as by a greater? 

pon WY Q,. III. If the Church of England equally ad- 
led its of Infants with adult Perſons to Holy Baptiſm, 


id if ſhe will uſe the largeſt Quantity of Water 
y dipping, as well as a leſs Quantity by ſprink- 
ng, when defir'd ſo to do; then what Excuſe can 
e alledged, or Pretence made for ſeparating from 
ty of Infant Baptiſm ? | 
Ub, WE Theſe Queries naturally ariſe from the Difference 
our Opinions and Sentiments concerning the 
at ubjects and Matter of Baptiſm. | 
les I muſt not here omit Two more, which neceſſarily 
nd plow from the Conſequences of your Perſwa- 
in on; and, I think, they will very ſenſibly affect 


ly Ne pretended Adminiſtrators of this Holy Sacra- 
a- ent, and more eſpecially, all you that have re- 
d; Wciv'd it at their Hands. | 


Quer. I. Whether ſuch mere Pretenders to preach 
s, e Word of God, and adminiſter the Holy Sacra- 
d Wents, as are now pick'd out from among you, 
n Without any Ordination or regular Miffion there- 


d Into, as God himſelf hath appointed, may not be 


ly comprehended under that ſevere Reprehen- 
- Won, Fer. xxiii. 31, 32. Bebold, Jam againſt the Pro- 
„ Wis, faith the Lord; that uſe their Tongues, and ſay, 
WE ſaith. Behold, I am barrty thoſe that propbeſie falſe 
f ams, faith the Lord, and do tell them, and cauſe 
| hs | u 


from the concurrent Practice of the Primitive 


xx Communion, only becauſe ſhe retains the Cha- 


L 87 
eny People to err by their Lies and by their Lightng 
yet I ſent them not, nor commanded them: theref 
they ſhall not profit this People at all, ſaith the Ly; 

Quer. II. Whether you can ſit down contentel 
under the Miniſtration of ſuch Invaders and! 
truders into the Vineyard; and particularly y, 
ther you have not good Reaſon to ſuſpect they, 
Iidity of that Baptiſm you have receiv'd from en 
and accordingly to ſue for it at the Hands of thy 
who have an undoubted Authority and Commiſion 1 
confer it? | 

Theſe are the ſeveral Queries you gave lea 
for my ſending to you; and which you promik 
to conſider with all the Sincerity as becomes a Chr 
ſtian, and to return a fair and candid Anſwer! 

them. I beg of you to do it, and withal to conf 
der them in the Order and Method I have laid d 
down. And the better to help you forward to fi 
ont their Truth, let me ſubjoyn Two Cautions. 
I. Strictly to purſue thoſe Means, and thoſen 
Iy, that naturally and directly tend to it. And, 

2. To bring your ſelf under ſuch a Temper at 
Diſpoſition of Heart and Mind, as will move ay 
induce you to conſider and hearken impartiallyt 

its Dictates. | . 
As to the firſt, you cannot but obſerve, Th 
every kind of Truth is not capable of the ſan 
manner of Illuſtration. Matters of Faith and Ct: 
dibility are not invertigable by Mathematical Pn 
poſitions ; neither are Things of a more divin 
poſitive Inſtitution always to be underſtood by tit 
Principles of Reaſon ; But different Kinds of Tri 
require different Arguments, and different Methoi 
to arrive at the Knowledge of them, 3 

So as to the ſecond, You muſt conſider that it 
no rational Plea, that you ſhould be tenacious 
an Opinion, or continue the Practice of it, becauk 
it was deriv'd to you from your Parents, or ha 
been obſerved or followed by you for ſo 1150 oy 


Fan 


efore them. And every Sect among us, how wild 
ever, may now alledge the ſame; and ay, 


nabaptiſts, Quakers, and what not, becauſe they 
d their Anceſtors have been ſo during ſuch a long 
ontinuance. Such Family Influences, and all o- 
her Prepoſſeſſions of the like Nature, muſt be 
rrcfully abſtracted and avoided by you; and your 
lf muſt be put into an equal Poiſe, and a ſteady 
differency towards Truth, if ever you expect to 
ttain to it. And let it be your Prayer, as it is 
aly mine, That God Almighty would pleaſe to 
ring into the way of Truth, all ſuch as have erred, 
d are dereived. a , 0h 
Tours. 
Dec. 3. 1722. 


LETTER II. 
vr, 1 


Send this in Anſwer to yours, 1 have carefully 


d make this Reply. With the Candor of a Man. 
ad 1 hope a Chriſtian; which is a Character 

de you be not willing to alow to Perſons of my 
erſwaſion. 


e Order in which you have ranged your Epiſtle; To 
hich Requeſt I have conform'd, and therefore ſhall 
dt troble you nor my ſelfe, with repeating much 
what you have written, 2 
The Charity and Indulgence of your Church, is 
deed to be admir'd at, for admitting ſuch to 
iptiſm, that the n nothing of: 1 
| h or 
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ime. Paganiſm might have urged ſuch a Pretence 
Bar to the Attacks of Chriſtianity, and might 
ave pleaded that they ought to remain Heathens 
ill, becauſe they and their Forefathers were ſo: 


hat they ought to be Presbyterians, Independents, 


read over and conſidered, what you gave me; 


You defire my Anſwer may be made according to 


r EY es 
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for grown Perſons, that offer themſelves for Bay. 
tiſm (if beſides thair Age thay are quallified as thei 

Goſpell direds) Tis no Compliment to JefwiMl.: 
Chriſt the Head of his Church to admit them 
Baptiſm. ; 1 
Our Sed, (as you are pleaſed to call them) dit 
vows the Baptiſm of Infants, and I think with wii 
ry good Reaſon; unleſs it can be made apperr 
that according to the Inſtitution of Chriſt in th 
Caſe , they are to be admitted thereto; and on the 
fame foot, we juſtly diſlike the Practice of ſprink: 
ling, unleſs it can be made appear that ſprinklin 
and diping, are the ſame thing. 

I cannot omit obſerving ; that you are pleaſe 
to afford the Name of Chriſtian, to all thoſe wh 
practice Baby Sprinkling, while you give a n 
proachfull Title (that of a Sect) to thoſe who key 
cloſe to the Appointment of Chriſt, and his Ape 
ſtles in the Affair under Conſideration ; (as jo 
your ſelf alow) but this is no new thing, -becayl 
we finde, it was the Treatment the Primitive Chi 
ſtians met with from the angry Prieſts in thair Da 
(Ads xxviii. v. 22.) and therefore tis no wonder! 
Mould he ſo now. 
And as to what you ſay is the State of the Contr 
verſy between us, I muſt begg Leave to obſerve; th 
it is not a Strife about Words, that is about a litt 
or much Water, but whether ſprinkling or dipil 
is Baptiſm, your Church out of its great Indi 
gence, agrees with us, that diping is right ; al 
we believe that ſprinkling is rong; - becauſe 1 
hath not the leaſt footing in the Word of God; 
I can ſee at preſent. Nor do we inſiſt on the A 
of the Perſon ; as you ſeem to intimate, but whe 
ſoever penitent Believers offer themſelves for Ba 
tiſm, we then admit them to it, according to tl 
divine Commiſſion, and apoſtolic Practice. 

The Conſequences of our Opinion you ſay; 1 


Rrſt a ſeparating from the Church of Chriſt ; 


L 

Bay nfiver to this, I would have you conſider, whe- 
tie} cr there can be a true viſible Church of Chriſt 
Jeſuſh ithout true Baptiſm: and as you alow our Bap- 
| WE to be true, and have not yet proved your own 
» be ſo, how then can you fairly ſay of us, that 
e ſeparate from the Church of Chriſt, ſince we 
M radtice only that Baptiſm, that Chriſt Jeſus the 
ead of the Church hath appointed, | 
As to the Sneer you give about the People-in 
yrmany tis not worthy of Notice, we take our 
hate from Chriſt, and his Apoſtles, and are not be- 
olden to a Rout in Germany. nor the filthy Hands, 
nd bloody Skirts of Rome, for our Ordinance, nor 
dination. And if there ware any of our Deno- 
ination in the Rebellion you mention; I know no- 
hing of them, nor can that be any Argument a- 
ainſt the Juſtice of our Caus, at preſent inſiſted 


Apen, any more, then if I ſhould ſay, that the find- 
Sis Parſon Paul and others of his Complexion, in 
au Rebellion againſt King Georg, would prove your 


hurch to be a Sect, as you are pleaſed to call 
urs. | „ 
As to the maintaining ſeperat Meetings which 
ou call Conventicles from the Eſtabliſhed Church; 
his is what we think we ought to do, in order to 
nſwer a good Conſcience towards God, And, Sir, 
think you will do well to conſider, that a mear 
eagal Eſtabliſhment, may as well ſerve the Church 
f Rome to plead againſt you, as it will you againſt 
s, for you cannot but know, that in thair Eye 
our Aſſemblys are as much Conventicles as ours, 
an by you be thought to be. Fray: 
But what you mean by our placing the meaneſt and 

owelt of the People in our Conventicles (as you 
all them) not knowing what you mean thereby; 
all leave that untill I better know your Meaning. 
ut as to thair Authority to miniſter in divine 
hings, they have as much, nay I think more 
rom the Word of God then you, and ſo much from 
5 B 2 8 the 


therefore looking upon them to be duly auth, 


nor Preſident from his immediat Followers for In 


Chriſt in Baptiſm, as the Apoſtle ſaith, Rom. vi. 4 


the Laws of the Realm, that bleſſed be God ya 


Judgment it is of abſolute Neſeſity, that ther 


will cover the Perſan baptized,” - - © 


(12 ] 
cannot hinder altho' you are ſo angry at it, an 


rized, we beleive we do well to receive Baptiſn 
at thair Hands, as the only lawful Adminiftratay 
of it; being themſelves baptized Beleivers, inty 
the Church of Chriſt, and cal'd and ſent by the 
Church of Chriſt, to miniſter his Word and Ordj, 
nances to his People; and therefore as to the Caſt 
of Ferobohbam, I think that well deſerves your owi 
Conſideration in your own Cauſe. 

I now come to your Queries. e 

And as to the firſt of them I conceive that ii 
doth appear from the legal Diſpenſation : becaul 
in that Diſpenſation the Lord did forbid any thing 
to be added to, or diminiſhed from what he con: 
manded them as you ſee, Duter. iv. v. 2, Prov. xn 
5, 6. for the Lord was ſo diſpleaſed with font, 
who did Things in his Worſhip which he had nt 
commanded, that he ſent Fire from Heaven and de 
voured them, Levit. x. 1,2, And it doth appeal 
from the Diſpenſation of the Goſpell, and Pradiice 
of Chriſt's Apoſtles, as plaine for the ſame Reaſon, 
Becauſe Chriſt hath not commanded Infants to be 
baptized, and therefore his Apoſtles did not bay 
tize any, and having no Command from Chril 
fants Baptiſm, therefore thay ought not I think 

As to your ſecond Querie, IT anſwer that in my 


mould be ſo much Water, as will cover the Perſon, 
otherwiſe they cannot be ſaid to be buried wit! 


Col. ii. 12. nor the Signification of the Word as fat 
as I can larn, therefore the End of Baptiſm cannot 
be anſwer d, with a les Quantity of Water, tler 


A 
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vou As to your third Querie, I anſwer, by ſaing I 
ano not ſee, that it is in the Power of any Church, 

alter an Inſtitution of Chriſt Jeſus ; neither can 
in ſee how any thing can anſwer the End of the 
ton reat Legiſlator, ſo well, as a cloſe adhearing to his 
noWwn Appointment and Example, and that of his 
the nediate Followers. 6 
rds And as to the Queries of the fecond Sort, I thus 
anſwer, that our Miniſters are not only Pretenders, 
Mu hat real Preachers of the Word, proving all thay 

ay, by that bleſſed Record the Word of God, and 

xx you to ſay that thay are without any Ordi- 
t ion, or regular Miſhon, is a bold Preſump- 
ub ion without Pioof, only ventured on without 
nowing better, and ſo was your Text of Scrip- 
ure, you ſet down, Fer. xxiii. 21. 22. but what 
fou mean is in the 31, 32 Vers. and as falſly ap- 
ly'd as qoted, in my Judgment. For you ſhould 
ave firſt ſhewn, that they pretend to propheſie 
fter the ſort of thoſe falſe Prophets there ſpoken 
f, being to foretell Things which the Lord had not 
eveal'd ; but our Miniſters do not pretend to any 
ſon uch Spirit of Propheſie, and therefore your Inſi- 
 befW@uation is ungenteel. And as to thair Doctrine and 
practice of Baptiſm, (which is the thing under 
onſideration) you your ſelf have alow'd that to 
e true, being what you ſay, you are ready to 
ractice when requir'd of you, And doth not this 
ore directly fall upon your ſelf, who teach the 
my{Wcople that Infants ought to be baptized, aud that 
erWprinkling is Baptiſm, without any Revelation 
rom God to prove it? and doth not the Event 
drove it to be ſo, according to the Concluſton of 
your Text, therefore (i. e.) becauſe the Lord did 
ot ſend nor command theſe Prophets, therefore 
Py ſhall not prophet this People at all, faith the 
ord ? | 


As 
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| As to your ſecond Querie of this Sort, I anſyylf 

b that our Miniſters are neither Invadors nor h 

1 truders into the Vineyard; for as by the Vineyarſ [x 

T think you mean the Church of God; and as then 7 

= can be no true viſible Church of God without tri g 
Baptiſm, even ſo your acknowlidging, that w 
have true Baptiſm, therefore we are a true viſiblſ 
Church of God: And our Miniſters are not Ima . 


dors of us, nor Intruders into our Churches, be. or 
cauſe they themſelves are firſt choſen by us to WM. n 


our Miniſters, and ordained to be our Paſtors, t 
fac: whom we have choſen, before they act in tha 
Capacity, which is more then you have to ſay fo 
pour ſelfe, who have been ſent to act over the Peoiſſc 
ple without thair Choice or Conſent, before ye 
was ſet over them, therefore molt likly to be tlic + 
Invador and Intruder into that Church, in whom ont 
you act as a Presbyter. And as we have choſu nd 
our Miniſters to preach and adminiſter the Wolf 
and Baptiſm to us, fo we reſt our ſelves ſatisfi her 
of the Validity of that Baptiſm we have receive ot 
from them, and think it impoſhble, that ſuch Min Hnq 
ſters, who have not received true Baptiſm then ier 
felves, ſhould have an undoubted Authority anlM;; 
Commiſſion to confer it upon others. t 
As for your Adviſe, I deſire your will apply ion 

to your ſelfe, and as for your Prayers I thank youl © 
and as a return of Gratitude do aſure you that you; 
mall have mine on the ſame Account you ſay ou 
aud all have yours, De: 
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J am Sir, of ( 


5 | Tours, Nas 
Receiv d this Letter | Fake 
Jan 26. 1722-3. %% ä bett 
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LETTER . 


,, 5 2 
Have receiv'd a Reply to the Queries I ſent you: 


true And, indeed, I cannot help ſaying, That it is 
ee weakeſt, the moſt ſcurrilous and abuſive Re- 
_ Wy that ever was receiv' d; conſidering, more par- 
Va 


cularly, upon what Occaſion it was wrote, the 
erſon to whom it is tranſmitted, and the little 
r no Provocation that was given for ſuch an ili 
rt of Treatment. I expected to have ſeen a 


tral: -ce well freighted with good Senſe and good 
oo Wranners, anſwerable to the Gravity and Serionſneſs 
"WF my Queries, and according to the Ability of 
vage Perſon who undertook the Reply. But inftead 


If this, I can perceive almoſt nothing elſe to be 
Jontain'd in it, beſides bold confident Aſſertions, 
nd poſitive Tpſe Dixit's, without the leaſt Colour 
Argument or Reaſon to ſupport and defend 
hem: Neither do I fee any thing in it worthy of 
otice, unleſs it be the abundance of ill Language 
nd reproachful Inſinuations (with which it is 
lentifully ſtuff d) very highly misbecoming one 
lo would be thought a Chriſtian Writer, and, 
think deſerving of another ſort of Animadver- 
lon, than that of. a mere Remark. 5 
[I'll aſſure you, Neighbour, whoever your Au- 
hor is, he hath done a great deal of Injury to 
your Cauſe ; not only by the poorneſs and meaneſs 
df the Defence, but in perſonating you in ſuch an 
angry, paſſionate, reflecting Manner and Method 
of Controverſy, You, your ſelf, are very well 
apprizd, that you are concern'd with one, who 
nas a little more Senſe and Underſtanding than to 
take Poſitiveneſs and Confidence for Proof, and of 
better Carriage and more civil Behaviour than to 
leſerve the unhandſome Interſperſions of _ 
Scur- 
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„ 
Scurrility in the Management of it. Such a bn 
cedure (as your Author muſt needs Know) will y 
ceſſarily create an Idea of the Weakneſs and li 
juſtneſs of your Cauſe ; and, inſtead of adyy 
raging it, muſt give it the greateſt Prejudice ay 
Diſtaſte in the Eyes of ſober ard jndicious Peopl, 
when they ſee it come arm'd and ſupported, ny 
by Argument and Reaſon, but by Noiſe, Calumy 
and Slander. _ 1 | 
T appeal to a repeated Inſpection of my Querig 
and the Inferences advanc'd from them, whethe 
your Epiſtolizer can diſcover any Words or IM. 
preſſions that have dropt from me, whereby 
_ irritate and provoke him to ſuch an ungentet 
Treatment. Let him look them over, and ove 
again, and I challenge him to produce any thy 
out of them that deviates from Truth, or is unbe 
coming the Character of a Gentleman and Chr 
ſtian. The only Aim and Deſign I had in Vie 
(as you are very ſenſible) when I firſt propos 
and afterwards ſent the Queries to you, was ti 
offer a fair and friendly Experiment betwixt us (i 
which you willingly gave your Aſſent) to tr 
whether we might not ſpeak the ſame thing, thi 
there be no Diviſions among us, and be perfectly joull 
together in the ſame Mind, and in the ſame Fudgment 
as the Apoſtle commands us. And as there wa 
not the leaſt Incitement in me to advance any 
thing but what was conſonant. to the Words d 
Sincerity and Meekneſs, ſo I hope it does not ap 
_ pear that I have ſaid any thing but what become 
not only the Candor of a Man, but the Sincerit 
and Candor of an honeſt Man. 7 
But pray, Neighbour, let me beg of you to lod 
over your own Tranſcript once more (which if yo 
had carefully done before you had ſent it, I dar 
ſay, you would never have expos'd your ſelf n 
your Friends ſo far, as to ſuffer it to come _ 
| | be Wa 


Cs 

That a Reverſe of Treatment is there ſhewn, 
en beyond all Poſſibility of Compariſon of 
hat I have given you? What a fine Tincture 
Reproaches, Revilings, and downright Ca- 


* Imnies, will you perceive to run through the 
J ork ? How many ſcornful Parentheſes and re- 
] 


ding Digreſhons will you find it to be ſtuft 
ith? Such as not only reflect an Odium upon 
y ſelf, but caſt the baſeſt Stain and Slur up- 
our Whole Clergy, Church, and Conſtitu- 
Won; and that in a more virulent and appro< 
ious Manner. ſo far as Words can reach. than. 
ey ever receiv'd from the Church of Rome. If 
will not be too great a Reproach and Shame 


wh your Modeſty, give me Leave to lay them be- 
7 re you I one ſingle View; from whence the 
ou orld m judge, from the Boldneſs and Hein- 


ſneſs of them, whether they don t merit ano< 


. er, and more ſevere ſort of Chaſtiſement, then 
lat comes from the gentle Strokes of the 
en. | | 
$ (tt | | 
t | : oy 4 1 as | k ” o 2, 2 \ © 4 
. The Church of England is no true viſible 


hurch of Chriſt, becauſe it has no true Bap- 


„enn, yet provd. 
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2. The Clergy of the Church of England are 
holden to the filthy Hands, and bloody Skirts 
f Rome for their Ordinance and Ordina- 
on. | | 


3. The Church of England Clergy have not 
ceiv'd true Baptiſm themſelves, and therefore 
ave no undoubted Authority and Commiſſion to 
inter xt upon others. . | 
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been fent to act over the People without the 


niſters have. 


4. The Clergy of the Church of £F»y1,y 
are not thoſe whom God hath ſent, but fal 
Prophets; becauſe they teach the People tha 
Infants ought to be Baptized, and that ſprink. 
ling is Baptiſm, without any Revelation fra 
God to prove it. ” | 


5. The Anabaptiſt Teachers are called aud ſey 
by the Church of Chriſt, are real Preachers, 
the Word, being firſt choſen by the People to 
their Miniſters, and ordained to be their Þ; 
ſtors. The Clergy of the Church of England har 


Choice or Conſent, and therefore are Invade 
and Intruders into thoſe Churches in which the 
act as Presbyters. 


6. The Anabaptiſt Teachers have more Ar 
thority to miniſter in divine Things, from tht 
Word of God, than the Church of England Il 


in 
7. The Anabaptiſt Teachers are duly anthWnd: 
riz d, and are the ONLY Adminiſtrators of But! 
tiſm; that Act of the Miniſters of the Chur en 


of England is Baby- ſprinkling. 


Theſe, Neighbour, are, all of them, the bol 
daring, confident Aſſertions of your Epiſtoliz 
which he has deliver'd with a more harden 
Forehead (without the leaſt Dram of Proof) thi 
the rankeſt Heretick ever yet pretended to broid 
his Tenets to the World, If he had had either Sen 
or good Manners, one would think, he durſt not a 
vance ſuch miſchievous diſtaſtful Poſitions: Al 
as he has advancd them, if he conſulted b 
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C3] 
m1 Intereſt and Reputation, one would imagine, 
Hat he muſt have ſome good Proof in Reſerve to 
Ppport and defend them. And truly if he has, 
think, it highly behoves him forthwith to ſhew 
| that we may ſet all the Chriſtian Churches 
proughout the World under a better Model, and 
pon a better Footing than they at preſent ſtand. 
or according to his Scheme, there can be no 
ve viſible Church of Chriſt but what is to be 
und in their Conventicles; and by Conſequence, 
Il the Chriſtian Churches throughout the World 
uſt be accounted no better than Congrega- 
ons of Heathens and Infidels, excluded from 
e Covenant of Grace, having no viſible Right 
d the Redemption wrought ich Chriſt ; And 
ere can be no Power and Authority to preach 
he Word, and adminiſter the Sacraments, but 
hat is to be met with in their Teachers; and 
erefore all the Acts and Deeds of this Kind 
one by the Clergy, muſt be mere Uſurpation 
nd Nullity, unauthoritative Babbling and Baby- 
prinkling, thereby damning themſelves, and 
toning Millions into Eternal Perdition. Your 
BayWuthor a little too blaſphemouſly talks of Com- 
urWementing Feſus Chriſt, but I am ſure theſe flagrant 
eadful Aſſertions of his can be no Compliment 
> his Catholick Church; and more eſpecially to 
boat Part of it whereunto we belong, and from 
12FWhoſe great Favour you receive your preſent 
len Wdulgence : Since they at once unchurch all the 
tha lembers of it, and reduce them again to a State 
oof Paganiſm, and renders its Miniſters falſe 
enWeachers and baſe Uſurpers, wickedly contriving 
t ae Ruin and Deſtruction of thoſe Souls for whom 

* hriſt hath died. 
| 
of 3 I have 
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I have done tracing your Author's dirty Sten 
through the abuſive and ſcurrilous Part of hy 
Reply ; I ſhall now follow him a little furthy 
through the argumentative Part of it: And hoy 
very cogent, ſtrenuous, and concluſive every 
Propoſition will appear, the Reader ſhall ſee hy 
and by, when I have diſſected and taken it i 
Pieces. The Queries I ſent to you, and ſub 
mitted to your own private and retired Thought, 
were, 1 
Quer. I. How doth it any ways appear (by; 
fair and equitable Conſtruction of Things) eithe 
from the legal Deſpenſation delivered in th 
Old Teftament, or by the Evangelical one con: 
tain'd in the New, or from the concurrent Pry 
ctice of the Primitive Times thereupon, That 
Infants of- believing Parents are to be refuſe 
Chriſtian Baptiſm, and that adult and grown Per 
ſons onl are to be admitted to it? ; 
This Query, you ſee, conſiſts of three Part 
or Members, The legal Diſpenſation, The evan 
gelical one, and the concurrent Practice of the 
Primitive Times. To the two Firſt your Autha 
ſeems to reply, but wholly omits and paſſes h 


the Third; which he ſhould not have done, cor 
ſidering of how great Service it would have beelMpc 
to your Cauſe (if he could have pick'd out aner 
thing from thence) to prove the Date of you 

Fer ſwaſſon from Feſus Chriſt, The firſt MembeWanc 
or Part of the Query he anſwers in theſe Word An 
& I conceiye it doth appear (what it is that dot\Wio! 
e appear he does nat tell us) becauſe in thaWfat 
* Diſpenſation the Lord did forbid anWbri 
* thing to be added to, or dimiſhed from whW1s « 
“he commanded them, as you ſee, Deut. Ch. i (it 
E Ve 2. Prov. XXX. 5, 6, For the Lord was te 
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Sten diſpleaſed with ſome, who did Things in his 
f u Worſhip which he had not commanded, that he 
the ſent Fire from Heaven and devoured them.” 
d ho nis is the Reply he makes, and backs it with 
eveyhch a terrible Inftance, as if he had a Deſign 
ee V atright his Anſwerer into Amaze and Silence 
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t once, the Lord ſent Fire from Heaven and de- 
oured them who did Things in his Worſhip which he 
ad not commanded. Now, for my Part, I don't 

the leaſt apprehend what the Author here 
neans (if he intends any meaning in it) or how 
de could bring this Paſſage in by Head and Shoul- 
lers, as a Proof againſt Infant Baptiſm. That 
xecauſe in the legal Diſpenſation the Lord did 
orbid any thing to be added to, or diminiſhed from 
phat be commanded them, therefore Infants of be- 
jering Parents are to be refuſed Chriſtian Bap- 
iſm: Or, to ſpeak a little more intelligibly, be- 
auſe Moſes prohibited the People of Iſrael from 
naking any Addition to or Diminution from thoſe 
ztatutes and Judgments he had dehver'd to them 
ander the Law, therefore we muſt not obſerve 
hoſe Precepts and Ordinances that are handed 
lown to us through the Goſpel. 185 

Was there ever ſuch Stuff as this obtruded 
upon the World for true Argument and Reaſon? 
or did ever any Man meet with ſuch a Citation, 
ſo diſtant and alien from the preſent Purpoſe, 
and indeed from any Purpoſe at all? Surely your 
Author betrays a great Defect in his Apprehen- 
tions and Notions concerning theſe two Diſpen- 
lations, when he ſo odly and ſo impertinently 
brings a Proof from the one to overthrow what 
is enjoyn'd in the other. He does not conſider 
(if he knows it) that the legal Diſpenſation was 
to have its Period, and be done away when = 

| ; | ut 
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nature of a manly, free, and univerſal Church, 


ſons aboliſh'd and laid aſide. So that for him to 7 


grver Feſus Chrift himſelf, who is both able to 


bleſſed Saviour and all his Apoſtles, for preſcri- 


ſpel ſo diametrically oppoſite to thoſe contained 
in the Law, For what Authority had he to abc 


hogd, and to change the Ordinances of the an- 


[22] | 
Fulneſs of Time came, and that it was alter: 
and chang'd in a great many Things, and iſ 
part done away when our Saviour appeard in the 
World. And the Reaſon why it was ſo is toll 
us, becauſe moſt of its Rites and Cerem 
nies had their Completion, and were punctually 
fulfilled in Chriſt and Chriſtianity, Col. ii. 16 
, 22. Rom. vii. 4, 6. Heb. IX, 8. 9, TO. Ch. X. l; N 
and many of them were inconſiſtent with theM 


ſuch as Chriſt intended his to be, Gal. iii. 24. Cb. i. 
1, 2. and therefore they were for very good Res. 


alledge Citations of Things from an abolih{iM 
Diſpenſation, that have long ago been at ai 
End, and have no manner of Reference or Relz- 
tion to Matters afterwards appointed, is a ver) t 
wrong and miſtaken way of Proof, and argues 2 

weak Thought in that Man, who uſes it cou. 
cerning the nature of the Diſpenſations both d 
the Old and New Tefament. His Argument fron 
thence, if it carries any Weight in it, mult 
conclude not only againſt Infant Baptiſm, but 
even againſt Chriſtianity and the Goſpel it ſelf; 
fince theſe are Additioas to and Diminutions 
from what the Lord had commanded under the 
ancient Religion of the Fews, and that by the 
Appointment and Direction of the great Lav- 


fave and to deſtroy. It muſt at once impeach 
and arraign both the Authority and Acts of our 


bing and enjoyning ſo many Things in the Go 


liſh the Sacrifices, to alter the Levitical Erieſt. 


cient 


ter 
| their Room, and oblige future Ages to a Pre- 


1 in 


the 
tolls | 
J forbid any Thing to be added to or taken from 
What he had before commanded. I fuppoſe he did 
Bot intend his Reply ſhonid be ſtretch'd to ſuch 
$laſphemous and wicked Inferences : But, for all 
Wat, it will have theſe, and a great many more 
Wreadful Conſequences and Inferences neceſſaril 
ir. Wcſulting from it. For all the Acts of our Sa- 
Jiour muſt be perfectly unauthoritative, his 
Woſpel muſt become a Nullity, and the Old Law 
Wuſt be ſtill in Force, if this Prohibition here 
Wited, of adding to or diminiſbing from what the 
ord bad commanded, muſt be conſtrued to extend 
Wt ſelf to Things done and practis'd under both 
WDiſpenſations  _ | 

The Inſtance here alledg'd to corroborate and 
Wupport the Argument is as impertinent and fri- 
Folons as the Argument it ſelf, For the Lord was 
Wo diſpleaſed with ſome, who did Things in his Wor- 
Vie which he bad not commanded, that he ſent Fire 
Vom Heaven and devoured them, Lev. x. 1, 2. If 
Four Author had brought this Inſtance under the 
Topick of the Authority of your Teachers, and 


” C 32 ] 
ent legal Diſpenſation ; and to ſubſtitute others 


ice of and a Conformity with them? If (accord- 
to your Anthor's Way of arguing) the Lord 


nad applied it (as he ought to have done) to thoſe 
unwarrantable Acts of Theirs in the Miniſtration of 


{vine Things, it had been ten thouſand times more 


pertinent, than to alledge it here in the Caſe of 
Infauts Baptiſm. For (if he conſults the Text) 
he will find the Some, as he calls them, to be Na- 
dab and Abihu, and the Things which they did in 
God; Worſbip to be the taking either of them his 
Cenſer, and putting Fire thereon, and offering ſirange 
Fire before the Lord, which he commanded them 
et, This was the Offence of theſe two pre- 

5 ſump- 
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to make it for him, becaufe the Conſequences wil 


L 24 ] 
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ſamptuous Prieſts, for which the Lord was ſo A 
pleaſed : Their adventuring without any Orv 


from God, to go and burn Incenſe in the 80 


perform: Sinc Vocatione, thus obtulerunt, ſai 
Bochartus, they offered Incenſe without any Cal 
to it. And becauſe they did ſo, there went oi 


Fire from the Lord, and devoured them, and th 


died before the Lord. From whence this Infereng 


ought truly and juſtly to be made (not any thin 
relating to the Baptiſm either of Infants or adulſ 
Perſons) That it is a bold daring Preſumption fa 
Men out of their own proper Motion and Oni 
nion, and without any Authority from God, fo 


whoſe Order they ought to wait, unwarrantabh 


Things. i _ 
How your Author could ftretch this Inſtzne 


to the Caſe of Infants Baptiſm, I cannot conceive 


He m'ght as well and with as good Reaſon, han 


wickedly aſpiring at the Prieſthood, therefor 
Infants of believing Parents are to be refus| 


. Chriſtian Baptiſm. Certainly he might hare 
found out a more apt and proper Inſtance (if h. 
durſt adventure upon it) and that is the Con 


mand of Circumciſion. This your Author wel 
knows was a pofitive Inftitution of God Al 


mighty's under the legal Diſpenſation, Gen, xvi 
ſtrictly commanded even to Infants of eight Day 
old, ver, 12, as a Sign and Seal of the Covenant 


betwixt God and his People. From hence h 


had room for ſolid Argument, and might hart 


framed ſomething or other, either to his Purpoſt 
or to mine, if he dared to do it. I muſt be force 


preß 


cCituary, which Aaron only was commanded i 


to take upon them the Miniſtration of Divi 


laid, That the Earth opened her Mouth an | 
allowed up Corab, Dathan, and Abiram, fi 


reſs ſo hard againſt his Antipzdo-baptift Printi- 
les, that he dares not frame it himſelf. Come 
Irn then. God commanded Infants to be circum- 


ade without Hands, (which St. Paul plainly calls 
Paptiſm, Col. 2.) ſucceeding in the roon: of that 
ade with Hands, Infants muſt be intituled to this 
low, as they were to the other before, and they 
nuſt be {till qualify'd to be admitted into Cove- 
ant with God by the ſpiritual, as before they 
ere by the Carnal Circumciſion ; and alſo Cir- 
umciſion being chang'd into Baptiſm without any 
hange of Time, this muſt ſtill continue upon 
he old Foot, without ſome expreſs Command to 


he contrary, and I defy all of your's, or any 
olkfPerſwaſion; to ſhew me the leaſt Command to the 
ontrar 7. 
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1 have abundance of Pardon to ask of my | 


Reader for detaining him ſo long upon this part d 
the Query, eſpecially when the Author's Reply t 


it appears at firſt reading to be fo very weak ani 
frivolous, that it ſcarcely deſerves a ſerious An 
fwer. I'll promiſe to be more conciſe and com 

pendious in conlidering the Reply he makes to 


the ſecond Part of it. (viz.) The Evangelical Dif. 
penſation contain'd in the New Teftament. To thy 
he anſwers (in the ſame Method of Impertinen 
and Nonſence) “* And it doth appear from the 
Diſpenſation of the Goſpel, and Practice d 
Chriſt's Apoſtles as plain for the ſame Reaſon; Be 


„ cauſe Chriſt hath not commanded Infants to be 


& baptized, and therefore his Apoſtles did not 
ce baptize any: And having no Command fron 


“ Chriſt, nor Preſident from his immediate Fol 


“ lowers for Infants Baptiſm, therefore the 
% ought not, I think, to be baptized; I mul 
own I am at a great Loſs to find out the Meaning 
of this Jingle; the Conſtruction of it muſt lien 
the latter Part, having no Command from Chrif, 


nor Prefident from bis immediate Followers for Is 


fants Baptiſm, therefore (for the ſame Reaſon 2 


that given under the legal Diſpenſation) % 


ought not to be baptized. Pray, Neighbour, ob 


ſerve by the by; the Reaſon your Author give 


in his Reply to the legal Diſpenſation is this 


Becauſe God hath commanded: The Reaſon her 
Siven (which he calls the ſame Reaſon) is, B. 
cauſe Chrift bath not commanded. But be that 2 
it will, It is fufficient and ſatisfactory enovg} 
in the preſent Cafe, to be aſſur'd that Chriſt hati 


no where forbid Infants to be baptized, and there 


fore they may be baptized. For as there is ff 
Plain Succeſſion of Ordinances, Baptiſm being 
inſtituted in the Room of Circumciſion, 1 


3 E 

Ennts being always before received into Covenant 
y that Rite; if it had not been our Saviour's 
ind that they ſhould ſtill be ſo receiv'd by 
gaptiſm, he would in ſome Part or other of his 
Poſpel plainly and openly have declared as much. 
The Apoſtles, to whom he gives the Commiſſion 


"Fo baptize all Nations, having been born and 
We red Jews, receiving Infant Circumciſion them- 
"WM: 1ves, and obſerving the Practite of it through» 


ut their whole Nation, would every one of em 
have propos d the Query to our Lord, if they had 
ny Diffidence or Diſtruſt upon them that it was 
zot his Intention they ſhould baptize Infants, 
ay, the whole Convert Part of the Fews them- 
elves would have ftarted the Objection, and ſaid, 
Vhat Proviſion muſt there be made for our Chil- 
Iren? Muſt not they be brought into Covenant 
ander the Goſpel], as they were under the Law? 
ind they would have been very much offended at 
t, if they had thought in the leaft that it had 
deen the Mind of Chrift that their Children 
ould not be baptiz d. But our Saviour no 
yhere forbidding it, nor his Apoſtles at any Time 
ueſtioning it, neither the People at all doubting 
t, is beyond all Contradiction that the Lord al- 
ow'd of it. And if you take in what was ſaid 
fore of Baptiſm ſucceeding in the Place of 
ircumciſion, you'll ſee that there was no man- 
er of Occaſion for any particular expreſs Precept 
r Command in the Goſpel concerning it; be- 
Huſe the ſame Thing, as to its Intent and Mean- 
W's, having been all along practis'd before, it 
Wight be taken for granted that, without a Pro- 
ibition to the contrary, it was intended to be 
rattis'd on ſtill. And before I diſmiſs this Point, 
ire me leave to propoſe a few Queſtions to your 
7 Wa. Chnfideration, Was not God the God of 
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Chriſtians? Why therefore ſhould you now ſhy | 


the tender Innocence of theſe, who are propound. 


tize any. Which had been ten thouſand Tims 


jt, and fo underſtood it in their ſeveral Commi 
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the Infants of the Fews, and is he not ſo of th ; : 


up the Mercies, and leſſen the Family of Gy 
by excluding ſo many Millions of Souls from o 
venant with him, whom before he readily g 
ceived, nay, peremptorily demanded ? Is ny 
the Goſpel a much better and more glorious Co 
yenant than the Law? Why therefore do you rei; 
preſent the bleſſed Jeſus leſs kind under the one 
than Moſes was under the other? Why ſhoull 
you ſuppoſe our Lord not to embrace and adoyili 


ed as a Pattern for all that enter into his King 
dom, Mat. xyiii. 3. Chap. xix. 13, 14? And why 
are thoſe, whom all that enter in are to be like 
not capable of entering in themſelves? Conſide 
the Force of theſe Queries, and give them ſom: 
Room among your more private and retire 
Thoughts. 

Here is a pretty ſort of Concluſion your Au 
thor makes from the Baptiſtn of Infants being noWA!l 
commanded; Chrift hath not commanded Infants f 
be baptized, and therefore his Apoſtles did not by 


better argued if he had ſaid, Chriſt hath not fo 
bid Infants to be baptized, therefore his Apoſtle 
did baptize them. For (as I ſaid before,) ther 
was no Reaſon for a Command in the Caſe, th 
ſame Thang as to the Intent of it, being all zlon 
throughout ſo many Ages done before; andi 
not being any where forbid, it might be take! 
for granted that it was ſtill to go on as before 
And accordingly the Apoſtles without doubt uſe 


ſions that they were to uſe it, Go diſciple all Ni 
tions, &c. And with what Face can your Auth 
aſſert that Chriſt's Apoſtles did not * I 
8 . „ 
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Wints? Where is it told him that they did not) 
Jet him ſhew us the Place if he can? Is not the 
(Montrary rather implied and ſuppoſed ? When it 
W: (aid that Paul baptized Lydia and her Houſhold, 
a, xvi. 15. That the Goaler, and all his, were 
baptized by him, ver. 33. and that he baptized 


(ne Houſhold of a 1 Cor. i. 16. And eſpe- 
we lally from that Paſſage in the As, Chap. ii. 39, 
one Mrhere the Apoſtles in their firſt Preaching tell the 
oui ens, that the Promiſes were made to them and to 
don heir Chillren. Which Expreſſion the Fews could 
und o otherwiſe underſtand, than according to what 


hey were already in Poſſeſſion of, namely, that 
hey could and would, initiate their Children 
nto the Chriſtian Religion, bring them under the 
Obligations of it, and procure to them a Share 
in thoſe Bleſſings that belonged to it. Would 
ot all this, put together, rather lead and incline 
a Man to think, that the Apoſtles did baptize 
hildren and Infants, than that bold confident 
Aſſertion of your Author's, without Proof, that 
the Apoſtles did not baptize any? 


I cannot but remark again your Author's paſ- 
ine ſing over in Silence the third Part of my Query, 
fon The Fradtiee of the Primitive Times as to Infant 
ey Baptiſm, This would illuſtrate .the Caſe very 
er much, and ſufficiently have explained to us, 

tu who were intended to be the Subjects of Baptiſm, 

lon both from the Legal and Evangelical Diſpenſa- 
d 10 tions. It is a known Rule, That the Senſe and 


Meaning of any Law or Inſtitution is beſt un- 
derſtood by the general Practice immediately fol- 


uſe lowing thereupon; becauſe thoſe that then pra- 
niz ctis' d it muſt have much better Opportunities of 
knowing the Mind of the Legiſlator, than thoſe 
tha that live at a greater Diſtance poſſibly can. Now 


to apply this Rule, we find it to be the general 
1 © E” Pra- 


1 


17 Nazianzen, St. Ambroſe, St. Chryſoftom, St. J. 


aſſerted. And had there been any Innovation in 
this Caſe, fo many great and ſcrupulous Perſon 
can, of any ancient Heretick that did dare to 


two fanatical and ſeditious Men in German, 


calls a Sneer, I am able to give unqueſtionable 


this Account of the Practice of the Primitive 


ſerve from thence what a bold daring Act it i, 
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Practice and conſtant Uſage in the pureſt A 
of the Church to baptize Infants; and therefyfi 
from ſuch a Foundation in Scripture before lau 
down, joynd with the general Practice of thy 
Church immediately enſuing upon the Inſtity,ſ 
tion, we may conclude it a Point indiſputable, thx: 
It was a divine Inſtitution, an Apoſtolical Pr. 
Aice, and that Infants ought to be baptis'd, Let 
your Author look over the Fathers of the Prini 
tive Church? Let him conſult Trengns, Tertullia, 
Qrigen, Dyoniſius Areopagita, St. Cyprian, Greg 


rom, Panlinus, St. Auguſtiue, with many more ii 
the earlieſt Centuries, and he will ſee the con 
ſtant Practice of Infant Baptiſm there uſed anl 


would have diſcovered it, and made a great Sti 
about it, (as they did about the Obſervation d 
Eaſter) and never have ſuffer d it to have been 
practiſed among them. Let him tell me if he 


oppoſe it, or ever preſum'd to offer any thing 
againſt it, till Nicholas Stork and Thomas Muncer, 


firſt diſturb'd the Chriſtian Church about it, 
in the Year 1522: Whoſe Tenets the Great 
Caſſander {ſufficiently confuted and. filenc'd, and 
the State took care to chaſtiſe the Boldneſ 
and Confidence of the Men with deſerved Pu- 
niſnments. This, which your Author ſcoffingly 
Proof of, when required to do it. | 

Now to all that has been ſaid before, take in 


Times (which your Author dares not do) and ob- 


(9 


} 


Egt]- 

advance Notions ſo contrary both to Law and 
Wiſpel, and the unanimous Conſent of all 
urchesz whoſe Weight and Authority ought 
move all that have any true Notions of Reli- 
Jon, or any Remainders of Senſe and good Man- 
rs left, Where now are his confident Aſſer- 
ons, ſo often repeated, That the Goſpel knows no- 
ing of Infants Baptiſm, That it is not the Inſtitution 

Chrift to admit em to it; That we are falſe Pro- 
et- who teach the People that Infants ought to be 
ptized, without any Revelation from God to prove 
? Where are his Arguments and Reaſons to ſup- 
ort his Aſſertions? If he has any, I challenge 
m to produce them, and to confront them againſt 


1 ilch Authority Ihave brought both from Scripture 
Cn; Antiquity, to eftabliſh the PraGice of In- 
Stunts Baptiſm, and (to uſe his own Words) to 


ake it appear that according to the Inſtitution of 
brift in this Caſe they are to be admitted to that 
lh Rite. | 


i The reſt ſhall follow in due Time. 
cer, 
any, 0 


eat 777 £3 
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